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REMARKS 

After entry of the Amendments, Claims 1-2 and 4-16 will remain in the Application. 
Claim 3 will have been cancelled. Claims 1-2, 4-8, 1 0-1 1 and 1 5-1 6 will have been amended. 
Claims 9, and 12-14 will be unchanged. 

Drawings 

The Applicant notes the Examiner's indication that the drawings filed are acceptable for 
examination, subject to correction of informalities noted on form PTO-948. The Applicant will 
supply new, corrected drawings when required by the Examiner. 

Claim Objections 

The Examiner has objected to claims 1 , 2 and 1 1 , as well as the claims that depend 
therefrom, for certain informalities. 

The Applicant has amended the claims to address the issues raised by the Examiner, as 

follows: 

1) The Examiner has suggested that the term "elongated linear housing" be replaced 
wilh "elongated housing" to avoid confusion. The Applicant has maintained the term housing" 
throughout the claims, in a manner that the Applicant believes overcomes the Examiner's 
objection. 

2) The Examiner has suggested that the term '"housing support" be used consistently 
through out the claims. The Applicant has made this change. 

3) The Examiner has identified confusing language at claim 1 , lines 8 and 9 and has 
suggested alternative language. The Applicant has added a comma to the phrase so that it reads 
as follows: 

(t the bottom and top surface portions of the housing supports respectively engaging, in 
mating slide fit relationship, the bottom and top walls to support the bottom and top walls in 
fixed spaced relation to each other". 

4) The Applicant has amended claim 2, line 1 , along the lines suggested by the 
Examiner. 
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Allowable Subject Matter 



The Examiner has objected to claims 3-10 as being dependent upon a rejected base 
claini(s), but otherwise allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations 



of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

The Applicant has amended claim 1 to include the limitations of claim 3. Claim 3 has 
been cancelled. Claims 2> 4-7, and 9-1 0 now depend from allowable claim 1, as amended. 

The Applicant has amended claim 8 to include the limitations of claim 1 as originally 
filed. The Applicant notes that original claim 8 did not depend from objected base claim 3, as 
indicated by the Examiner, but did depend from rejected claim 1 . The Applicant has reviewed 
the references cited as prior art and believes that claim 8, as amended, is patentable over the prior 
art references. 

The informalities of claim 1 1 have been addressed as indicated above and should be 
allowable. Claims 12-16 now depend from allowable claim 1 1, as amended. 



The Applicant has reviewed the prior art made of record and not relied upon, as noted in 
the pending office action, but does not believe and of the references so cited to anticipate or 
suggest the invention as now claimed. 

The Applicant believes that the instant application* as amended, is in condition for 
allowance. However, if the Examiner believes there are other unresolved issues in this case, 
Applicants' attorneys of record would welcome a call at (502)584-1 1 35 to discuss such 
remaining issues. 

DATE: July 8, 2003 Respectfully submitted. 
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